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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-5, 7, 9, 10, 12, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ross, US Patent Application Publication Number 2003/0236095 
(hereinafter Ross) in view of prior art made of record in the first Office Action, Wilson et 
al., US Patent Application Publication Number 2004/0203903 (hereinafter Wilson). 

Regarding claim 1 , Ross discloses a telephone location system comprising: a 
telephone handset; a telephone service provider providing telephone location services 
in communication with said handset, wherein said telephone service provider is able to 
locate said handset; a consumer location service facility accepting a request from a 
consumer to locate a particular cellular handset, said consumer location service facility 
cooperating with said telephone service provider to determine a telephone handset 
location of said particular telephone handset, said consumer location facility then 
communicating said telephone handset location to said consumer [paragraphs 0004, 
0025, 0053, 0058]. 

What Ross does not specifically disclose is that the user is able to block location 
of their handset for a time duration determined by said user by an action taken by said 
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user directly on said handset, said action causing said handset to send a message to 
said telephone service provider, wherein said telephone service provider blocks location 
determination. However, Wilson teaches this limitation [abstract; paragraphs 0120, 
0156-0158, 0167]. 

Ross and Wilson are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, that is, managing location information associated with mobile communication 
devices. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify Ross to include Wilson. The motivation for this combination would 
have been to allow the user automatic privacy control, as suggested by Wilson 
[paragraph 0167]. 

Regarding claim 2, Ross discloses the telephone handset location is returned to 
said consumer by verbal description [paragraph 0053]. 

Regarding claim 3, Ross discloses said telephone handset location is supplied to 
said consumer by means of a map [paragraph 0019]. 

Regarding claim 4, Ross discloses said consumer location facility communicates 
with said consumer by Internet [paragraph 0053]. 

Regarding claim 5, Ross discloses said consumer location facility returns a 
longitude and latitude to said consumer [paragraph 0028]. 

Regarding claim 7, Ross discloses a method for providing consumers a 
telephone handset location comprising: requesting a telephone handset location from a 
consumer service facility; said consumer service facility requesting a service provider 
for a location of said handset; said service provider determining the location of said 
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handset, said service provider communicating the location of said handset to said 
consumer facility; receiving by the consumer the location of said handset from said 
consumer service facility [paragraphs 0004, 0025, 0053, 0058]. 

What Ross does not specifically disclose is that the user is able to block location 
of their handset for a time duration determined by said user by an action taken by said 
user directly on said handset, said action causing said handset to send a message to 
said telephone service provider, wherein said telephone service provider blocks location 
determination. However, Wilson teaches this limitation [abstract; paragraphs 0120, 
0156-0158, 0167]. 

Ross and Wilson are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, that is, managing location information associated with mobile communication 
devices. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify Ross to include Wilson. The motivation for this combination would 
have been to allow the user automatic privacy control, as suggested by Wilson 
[paragraph 0167]. 

Regarding claim 9, Ross discloses said request is via the Internet [paragraph 

0053]. 

Regarding claim 10, Ross discloses a consumer service that provides locations 
of mobile telephones on demand from consumers for a fee, said consumer service 
comprising a means for communicating a consumer request for location of a mobile 
telephone to a mobile telephone service provider; a means for receiving back from said 
mobile telephone service provider a position of said mobile telephone; a means for 
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converting said position to a relational position; means for providing said relational 
position of said mobile telephone to a consumer [paragraphs 0004, 0025, 0053, 0058]. 

What Ross does not specifically disclose is that the user is able to block location 
of their handset for a time duration determined by said user by an action taken by said 
user directly on said handset, said action causing said handset to send a message to 
said telephone service provider, wherein said telephone service provider blocks location 
determination. However, Wilson teaches this limitation [abstract; paragraphs 0120, 
0156-0158, 0167]. 

Ross and Wilson are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, that is, managing location information associated with mobile communication 
devices. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify Ross to include Wilson. The motivation for this combination would 
have been to allow the user automatic privacy control, as suggested by Wilson 
[paragraph 0167]. 

Regarding claim 12, Ross discloses said mobile telephone service provider uses 
assisted GPS to determine a longitude and latitude of said mobile telephone [paragraph 
0028]. 

Regarding claim 20, Ross discloses the telephone service provider and said 
consumer location service facility are a single entity [paragraphs 0032, 0053]. 
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3. Claims 1, 4, and 7, 9, 10, 12, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Herie et al., US Patent Application Publication Number 
2003/0035544 (hereinafter Herle) in view of Wilson. 

Regarding claim 1 , Herle discloses a telephone location system comprising: a 
telephone handset; a telephone service provider providing telephone location services 
in communication with said handset; a consumer location service facility accepting a 
request from a consumer to locate a particular cellular handset, said consumer location 
service facility cooperating with said telephone service provider to determine a 
telephone handset location of said particular telephone handset, said consumer location 
facility then communicating said telephone handset location to said consumer 
[paragraphs 0024, 0026, 0027, 0052; abstract]. 

What Herle does not specifically disclose is that the user is able to block location 
of their handset for a time duration determined by said user by an action taken by said 
user directly on said handset, said action causing said handset to send a message to 
said telephone service provider, wherein said telephone service provider blocks location 
determination. However, Wilson teaches this limitation [abstract; paragraphs 0120, 
0156-0158, 0167]. 

Herle and Wilson are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, that is, managing location information associated with mobile communication 
devices. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify Herle to include Wilson. The motivation for this combination would 
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have been to allow the user automatic privacy control, as suggested by Wilson 
[paragraph 0167]. 

Regarding claim . 4, Herle discloses said consumer location facility communicates 
with said consumer by Internet [abstract]. 

Regarding claim 7, Herle discloses a method for providing consumers a 
telephone handset location comprising: requesting a telephone handset location from a 
consumer service facility; said consumer service facility requesting a service provider 
for a location of said handset; said service provider determining the location of said 
handset, said service provider communicating the location of said handset to said 
consumer facility; receiving by the consumer the location of said handset from said 
consumer service facility [paragraphs 0024, 0026, 0027, 0052; abstract]. 

What Herle does not specifically disclose is that the user is able to block location 
of their handset for a time duration determined by said user by an action taken by said 
user directly on said handset, said action causing said handset to send a message to 
said telephone service provider, wherein said telephone service provider blocks location 
determination. However, Wilson teaches this limitation [abstract; paragraphs 0120, 
0156-0158, 0167]. 

Herle and Wilson are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, that is, managing location information associated with mobile communication 
devices. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify Herle to include Wilson. The motivation for this combination would 
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have been to allow the user automatic privacy control, as suggested by Wilson 
[paragraph 0167]. 

Regarding claim 9, Herle discloses said request is via the Internet [abstract]. 

Regarding claim 10, Herle discloses a consumer service that provides locations 
of mobile telephones on demand from consumers for a fee, said consumer service 
comprising a means for communicating a consumer request for location of a mobile 
telephone to a mobile telephone service provider; a means for receiving back from said 
mobile telephone service provider a position of said mobile telephone; a means for 
converting said position to a relational position; means for providing said relational 
position of said mobile telephone to a consumer [paragraphs 0024, 0026, 0027, 0052; 
abstract]. 

What Herle does not specifically disclose is that the user is able to block location 
of their handset for a time duration determined by said user by an action taken by said 
user directly on said handset, said action causing said handset to send a message to 
said telephone service provider, wherein said telephone service provider blocks location 
determination. However, Wilson teaches this limitation [abstract; paragraphs 0120, 
0156-0158, 0167]. 

Herle and Wilson are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, that is, managing location information associated with mobile communication 
devices. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify Herle to include Wilson. The motivation for this combination would 
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have been to allow the user automatic privacy control, as suggested by Wilson 
[paragraph 0167]. 

Regarding claim 12, Herle discloses said mobile telephone service provider uses 
assisted GPS to determine a longitude and latitude of said mobile telephone [paragraph 
0026]. 

Regarding claim 20, Herle discloses the telephone service provider and said 
consumer location service facility are a single entity [paragraph 0052]. 

4. Claims 13-15, and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kaiwa et al„ US Patent Application Publication Number 
2002/0156646 (hereinafter Kaiwa) in view of Wilson. 

Regarding claim 13, Kaiwa discloses a method of providing consumers with a 
current location of a cellular telephone where a consumer service bureau communicates 
with a plurality of mobile service providers comprising the steps of: a consumer 
requesting from the consumer service bureau a current location of a particular mobile 
telephone by providing a telephone number of the mobile telephone to the consumer 
service bureau, whereby the consumer agrees to pay a first predetermined fee to the 
consumer service bureau for this service; the consumer service bureau determining 
which mobile telephone provider owns the telephone number provided by the 
consumer; the consumer service bureau requesting from the determined mobile 
telephone provider the location of the particular mobile telephone, whereby the 
consumer service bureau agrees to pay a second predetermined fee for this service to 
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the mobile telephone provider; the mobile telephone provider placing a location request 
into its telephone system to locate the particular mobile telephone; the mobile telephone 
provider returning a position of the particular mobile telephone to the consumer service 
bureau; the consumer service bureau translating the returned position of the particular 
mobile telephone to a relational format if not in relational format; the consumer service 
bureau returning the position of the particular mobile telephone to the consumer 
[paragraphs 0007-0017, 0065, 0094-0097]. 

What Kaiwa does not specifically disclose is that the user is able to block location 
of their handset for a time duration determined by said user by an action taken by said 
user directly on said handset, said action causing said handset to send a message to 
said telephone service provider, wherein said telephone service provider blocks location 
determination. However, Wilson teaches this limitation [abstract; paragraphs 0120, 
0156-0158, 0167]. 

Kaiwa and Wilson are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, that is, managing location information associated with mobile communication 
devices. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify Kaiwa to include Wilson. The motivation for this combination would 
have been to allow the user automatic privacy control, as suggested by Wilson 
[paragraph 0167]. 

Regarding claim 14, it is well known in the art to include returning an error 
message to the consumer service bureau if the particular mobile telephone cannot be 
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located or location has been blocked. It would have been obvious to include this feature 
to inform the requester that the location information is not available. 

Regarding claim 15, Wilson discloses blocking of location is controlled by 
particular identification to allow location access to parties presenting particular 
identification [paragraphs 0148, 0149]. 

Regarding claim 17, Kaiwa discloses a telephone location system comprising a 
plurality of mobile service telephone providers pooling location services wherein a 
consumer could request at least one of said providers to locate a particular mobile 
telephone and said provider could communicate with any other of said providers to 
locate said mobile telephone and return a location of the telephone to said consumer 
[paragraphs 0007-0017, 0065, 0094-0097]. 

What Kaiwa does not specifically disclose is that the user is able to block location 
of their handset for a time duration determined by said user by an action taken by said 
user directly on said handset, said action causing said handset to send a message to 
said telephone service provider, wherein said telephone service provider blocks location 
determination. However, Wilson teaches this limitation [abstract; paragraphs 0120, 
0156-0158, 0167]. 

Kaiwa and Wilson are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, that is, managing location information associated with mobile communication 
devices. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify Kaiwa to include Wilson. The motivation for this combination would 
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have been to allow the user automatic privacy control, as suggested by Wilson 
[paragraph 0167]. 

Regarding claim 18, Kaiwa discloses at least one of said service providers 
charges said consumer a fee for said return of said location [paragraphs 0013, 0014]. 

Regarding claim 19, Kaiwa discloses one of said service providers charges 
another of said service providers an access fee for said return of said location 
[paragraphs 0013, 0014]. 

5. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kaiwa 
and Wilson in view of Herle. 

Regarding claim 16, Kaiwa and Wilson do not specifically disclose the particular 
identification is a PIN number. However, Herle teaches this limitation [paragraph 0036]. 
At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to include this feature to ensure the mobile user's privacy, as suggested by Herle 
[paragraph 0036]. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-5, 7, 9, 10, and 12-20 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Erika A. Gary whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7841 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday and alternate 
Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha Banks-Harold can be reached on 571-272-7905. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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